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APPELLEE'S BRIEF 
JURISDICTION 

inicwmperocneri on-off =the United States) District 
Couet, NorvrerneDistract of @almformnia, to <mvertain 
aooellant "s application for a writ of habeas corpus was 
conferred by Title 28, United States Code, section 2241. 
The jurisdietion of this Gourt is eonferred by Title 28, 
Unaiwed States Code seetione2253. 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

On February 24, 1953, appellant was convicted in 
We” Supericr Court of thos Ameeles»County, after tral by 
iimey , "Or virec™cotnver of titre offense Of GitPStT~deeree robbery 
im violation of California Penal Gede section 2ims, He was 
Semvemecoe GeO Tomave jrisenmior whe veri preseribed by laws the 
Senvences  tOmeumrconcuUrrentr ly “A cermemied™ copy Of this 
judgment and order of commitment is annexed hereto in the 
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Appendix as "Exhibit a" 2/7 on Pebrwaryei7, 1959, appellant ‘s 
sentences were fixed at 10 years each; on September 4, 1959, 
he was paroled. See Summary of Sentence Data appended as 
Mibpoad.b it Ba" 

On June 8, 1961, appellant was again convicted in 
te Supeior Court™ form thes County of bes “mgelrece of robbery 
i Vrolacion of CalimMormnia Penal Codemse@etion 2ll. Prebattiion 
vies demied an@®appellant. sentenced’ to the states privsen for size 
germ prescrmsced by law, the sé€ntvenee to run consecutively with 
that imposed for the 1953 conviction. A copy of the 1961 
pueiament sand order of cemmitmeémh is anmemed Mereto in the 
Appendix as "Exhibit Cc." 

On June 21, 1961, appellant was charged with viola- 
Game iisepaselevonethe 1953econviction. It was charged that 
he violated the conditions of his parole by committing rob- 
bery in the first degree as evidenced by the 1961 conviction. 
It was also charged that he violated the conditions of his 
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Ae lado Thal, '“aogethen wmth. the other exhibdbtse in 
appellee's Appendix serve to explain matters which relate to 
aoocwlant ise present claim for melief. ~The Court of Appeals 
imey take Movices of these records ef proceédings im the stave 
and federal courts which relate to appellant's claim of re- 
iver. see, famoerc V¥. Conrad, 300 2G 71 (Sener. ee), 
a Pan Hime & MWanigesiInserance Co.ov. «Cunningham , 0257 «fF sed 
fol., 732 (9th Gir. 1950): United States ex rel. Payvloe w. 
Gieirmanweot Boememer Garele, Cl WiSuppm 582, 593) (WED. Pax 
Wee), atf'ad on epinion below, 175 F.2d 780 (3P@ Cir. 199) 
[Caitvees Silth ep pierce din Stiilimermey. Rhee, 322 F.2d 31), 
ello Oe (oh ci. 1 9em) |. 
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pemo le by associating with other sexfelonseand active parolees 
withows thesspecific approval eof «hic parclhewampent or the 
PamltsParole Dimaeden. <A copy of the @harg@es filed by the 
Adult Parole Divieioneere eppended ac "Hehibit D." 

On June 30, 1961, appellant's parole was revoked 
Owe his sentence refined at Maximum Wor the reasons conmpaedmed 
ime the chawees broucht by thes Adult Pawsole Division. A .certi- 
iikeeton of Tinie Adult Au@hority actwemvand the mimutess of tite 
June 30th are annexed in the Appendix as EXHIBITS "E" and 
"PF" pespectively. He appealed the 1961 conviction to the 
Came fornia District Court ofsAppeal, Second "ippellate 
DiS weicues Dingisaon, Four, which affirmed the conviétaon on 
Hemauany 14 1962.  Reoplle v. Eiiihamem, 199 Cal.App.2d 777 
Giiee) aks) Cadena ere 005 G9 62)% 

On July 31, 1963; a petition for a writ of habeas 
Ceeousmwas Tidedsy im the California Supreme Court amd was 
denied on October 1, 1963. im age Ebene, Cum. No. TAS. 
On March 5, 1964, a second petition for writ of habeas corpus 
Vie) Taked@amn ChesCalifommira Supmeme Court.  —Thite petit ion wes 
denied on April 15, 1964. In re Bllhamer, Crim. No. 7803. 

On August 27, 1964, appellant's application for 
habeas corpus, which attacked the 1961 conviction, was denied 
byathes United: States Distwiet Court for te Northern District 
of California, No. 42326. In denying the petition, the Court 
determined that, as appellant was properly imprisoned under 
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Ome. VeliIG Retate convaictaon, De could Got @westion the wesiad 
it? Of anoVner s@uce conwmicticn, arid ceed Metlablv v. ‘lial 
aiceUac. Ie, 55sec Bem. fo Uekd. 288.0084). 

Apert aon for reliearmimeg Gh the mateer was denied 
September 24, 1964. MNotice of Appeal was filed on October 9, 
ict. Om January 9, 1968 4 Mais Court in Mise. .2162,. tueated 
time novice asi Soplication Tora certifiedte of probab le 
GCauise Tor@eappeal™ andwdenitedsit asepremature. When appeldant 
ceeltees tO tne Diatricy Court Tormaacertificate of prebabidie 
cause, the application was denied on January 26, 1965, be- 
eause the time for filing had expired. On March 3, 1965, 
wee Court deni@depetit poner’ s application for @ucerta Pieate 
of probable cause on the same basis as the oriseinal denial 
Gemcice pets PeCn nme Dist rilcreCournt we. A peti tion for writ 
Cm @asecas COmpUSM1 led wath ThesUnmted Stateswsunreme Court 
was treated as a petition for writ of certiorari and denied 
October 18, 1965. Milsic. Q@b6,e@eteber Term, 1965. 

Ant appliveation fer Writ of habeas corpus filed with 
the Superior Cowret of Marin Countywas deniied on July 21, 1966. 
io@re Elihemer, Nem dione. Seneseprember 11, 1966, appellant 
filed 2 per One irom welt Gor hnabeaswcorsus inerhe UnmiteaeStates 
Deaviwet Cole “for newer therne@Districtror Calitormta. The 
petition, in an action numbered 45532, was denied on 
December 7, 1966. 


ine petavionwioreweat of Nabeasseerols YWoich is 
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bite subject Met this aetien wes filea in the United States 
Diswrict Copia, Nemethenmn District of California, on Of about 
Rail 10, 1967 end aumbered 46545, On Mert] 6, 1967, the 
per itien was demied on the @round that the court lacked 
Gees dkerVon unger the dectrimée.of Melaiay..Hill, 293 U.S. 
a5 Se Ct.c246 o/9 Lie Ed. 238 (1034). In the ord@@ denying 
tie Wet of mab@as «corpus, the District Court weted that in 
light of Martin v. Commonwealth of Virginia, 349 F.2d 781 
Gionecir. Web) andeimkebaby. Yidisems 373° Fs2d 582 (9h Cir. 
1967), appellant's contention that McNally did not deprive 
Ene court Of jurisdiction, Maids posismbh lesmertt.. 

Appeiteantatiled notucesef appeal and a@ppilied form a 
certificate of probable cause and leave to appeal in forma 
pauperis. A certificate of probable cause and leave to 
appeal in forma pauperis were issued by the District Court 
Ga Mipril 27g 1067. 

ARGUMENT 

AS APPELWANT ISeIN *USTODY PURSUANT TO 

CONVICTIONS atilCh We HAS NOT ATTACKED, 

Tie DESRRICT COURTAWAS WITHOUT JURIS-= 

DIL CAMILLO, SO) CONS LIDS SUL SN NGO) fs 

SUBSEQUENT *CONVMCTION: 

White ¢nepanele Lorecenviictionsein 1OS3yethe temns 
for which had been set at 10 years, appellant suffered a sub- 
SeqMentwconviction. Anwidwlt Authority hearing was held to 
consider charges that appellant had violated the conditions 


of his parole, which was revoked and the terms on the 1953 
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Conn uct Vons —cetmeied Bia indeiermimare life senvence. 

imoeleme's gole cortention Ie* that, in light of 
FPeeent decisions witch Have Pe=interpreted McNally v. Hill, 
eras. lel: 55 S.et. 2%, 79 L-wa. 236 (193%), the wh 
@westioned Valimity or’ the oPpiginal ConmmicVion of which 
pemole was revoked does not deprive the District Court of 
(Mineschhe CoM to woncader hils adeuack uponethe walidaty” of his 
Subsequent conviction. Appellee submits that MeNally v. 
Tees controlling and thate thesDistruct” Court properly 
@eclined to consider the merits of appellant's petition. 

@ae of the decisions relied upon by petitioner, 
Mascon wv. Commonwealth of Virginia, 349 F.2d 781 (4th Cir. 
1965) holds that when a conviction results in a petitioner's 
ioe tommy for parele ona prior conviction, “habeas corpus 
Us Sevei babe vo @nvack the validity of the subsequent sen- 
woe. “hse holdine te conveary vo MeNaliiyev. Haall> whitch 
holidiss that haeweas Corpus PMeMaved labile vo attack a Bentvence 
preesent ly being served only When the court can order 4@ re= 
lease (rem custody. “The theerywor Marcin is mat “ayprisener 
is sufficiently "in custody" under the subsequent sentence 
to satisfy the statutory language of 28 United States Code 
section 2241 when that sentence has the effect of denying 
haarelip oily Poreparote. Martineyv> "Commonwealth of 


li ite Seer e2d Fly Tose CoHe Cir .( 19659 
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TriQiiorm iin, thee Fourth Cinemibemetied the express 
Molcnmemeteelaidiy v. Hill, 239 U.S. 131, 55 S.ct. 24, 79 
L.Ed. 238 (1934) that a sentence which the prisoner had not 
bemun tessemve: did mot satisfy the requirement of "eustedy' 
Sven thetge a reswlt of the challenged sentence was to thwart 
Pic Mii bility ater. pamole, them held to the centeary. The 
moroMmale for cthescourt's wefusal to follow MeNally was that 
the rule had been so eroded by subsequent decisions of the 
oberon Court that dt, no longer Trepresenved the opinion of 
iow Court. Glartim justified the deviation in part on Jones 
7 Cumniggemeue i WSS. 2865083 SaCtassiiy 9 Lekd.2d 285 
(963) which eld that parole was sufficient "custody" to 
eeome @ulederal District Court habeasscorpusmuUrisdi ction 
iMagier 28 UnSmCane § e224 (1959). 

Vindikes thks is the holding of Jones, theme waspno 
is sueevhere savelwamnew McNally.» Thewprisonem abtaeked the 
peecmise Semvence whieh he was then serving on the fround 
that he had been wrongfully sentenced as a habitual offender 
Peeoscy Of Seueanvalid priiorvconvietion, The decisden simply 
hevdethatwrnespreasioner's séelleaseson parole did notemoot has 
apelivcebtonetiorehabcasmrelvemi, Jonesmaifordseno j,ustitica- 
plonmiorsasdetermumatdion ¢(hatsweNalisy oresentily lacksmevatality. 
JoMeseienely cede fimcsethentermescustodyiawithinethe context 
Of ethes prope. ipionethab a~prissoneremayeonly attack. the 
Veleicity Gotcansenbemce whitch isethe basis of higepresent 
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restraint. Marginsconstituves en unwarranted deviation frem 
Cis ro postLt long 

lorie gir bine ustalvedgbyeghay, @. Noiag 3/2 U.S. 
Pole USACtim822 BeOwmeEda2deS37 @1963).. Dwdeeads, in equa- 
toe @uctody'" wath 'restraintvof laberty"” and in moting 
ieee times a PpRemequaisiicemto habeas, the Court in Way v. 
Nema reaffirmed Mellel. The GovuPrteeciting MeNally noted 
tihiate thexwonly rémedywavaimhabile onghabeas is Some formpeof 
Ciisechergoeinomecustody. ay «-. dloie, supma, 3/eoUrS.sat 
aii time 3.x 

ASsmmimo@efor purposes of angument that Mamtim is 
sound Wait wliceiacthually distimzanishable fromeathe imetiamis case. 
hoe ililient eas: diistinguiahed: freom the spetitioner.im@ Martin, 
Csesenotequestionethe walicduty-of 2 monvictionswhichwhasméghe 
emlecct aot rendering imine Malblieeior parole. de Ts presently 
Chirp le. forwparolesnctewiehnstandineasthewsubsequenteconviction 
nich 1S presently Mineissue: 

Nerrareswe sable tomascertain= the applicability ecof 
Rui) vee Wilsons 375 Peed 682 409th Cit. 1967) Hosthe tages 
inane winisvantmwease. Clietrkerattiis Court hele tthatewar state 
prisoner whose adjudication as a habitual criminal resulted 
in ioe anel ie hehe y for preosatiom was entitled to artack 
theswvalidity of a prilor conviction on federal constitutional 
grounds.  Thetieheereboronmhassbeen cavlatedewitheparote’, 


Bekele fomissGo support appellamt's claim of gammasdict ton. 
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he previously noved, che conviction which @ppellant 
Sees to attack has no éffect on his eligibilaty for parole 
On his “admiltroaly valid prior commiction. In arketa; the 
Someer or = he prvor conviction a@uvacked? by petTtioner was to 
Geer rve Ham or the rient to consideration’ for probation and 
wo Compe a prison senvence: 

ie sSenmeence for appellans 's carlier conviction, 
pie velNdity or which he does not attack, is now ried at 
infe Giprisommene. but in spite of his subsequent conviction, 
fer is elveipite Wor parole. Simee @ réederal “determinat ton 
iaee nas suissecauenty conviction Ws invalid wenld not affect 
ene Weavwrultiess of His present State custody, the federal 
courts are without habeas jurisdiction. McNally v. Hill, 
Pee Sr, Sor Ss eee ee oO Lived. Zar 23ers 4); Barquera 
ve deeop le er whe jvare of California 37) Pred TPT (oth Cis 
ior Byer ve Weloon, 363 FZ S55(orn Cire 1966) . 

A peest a We basis Goran excepuron vo Meloy “is 
tat estavlished by Ex parte Hull, 312°U7S. 546, 6% 5.Ct. 
640; 85 L.Ed. 1034 (1941). Hull holds that McNally does 
now “apply When probavion or wperole relating to a’ prior 
conviction is revoked solely on the basis of a subsequent 
Commlerion, “smrcn v. Walsom, 371 F.2d 681, 684 (90h Cir. 
1967); Willen V."Gnay, “ss 8 de 282, 2e4 (oth ir. 1965). 
There is, no proscription against the parole authorities' 
consideration of the facts relating to a subsequent offense 
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on determining wether parole sinould be révoked. In re 
idevean, U0; Cal. App. 2d 670, 237 P.ae 720 (1961). 

ire sicuite Avwhority Wecords imtdicave that the 
firet crearce of pemole violation was treat appellant did so 
bee Commect ine robbery an the first degree and the supporting 
evidence submitted on the report from the Adult Parole 
Drvaisor! to wre Sdull AMPerrty Spells cut in“some detail 
Hicwceus Tremors tO a™“super=inarxe: robbery by Gppellant 
ene. Tiss 2ecomplice. 

Purtnicanere, ih LSwclear fren tie Cases winteh have 
Dieetprevce Hulk that this .<xception to McNally” is"sinp ly 
Uletoae subsequent Conviction May not be the sole reason 
for wine eevocaviOn or Probataon or parole under a prior icon- 
Vrcouen. Wt aSenoU aeoilicable wher apart from ’the subsequent 
Coumvese vl UONn tCmeresare Other violatiomea Which also afrord justi- 
fearon! Ter The revocation. In“Willson v."Cfay, 345 FeZd"2ce2, 
col (Oth Cir. 1965) Chas Court reversed @ district court —fimd- 
ime that petitioner's Deebavion Was revoked @s the result of 
Keer CONVLerion Of a subsequent offense. The record from the 
Gatsvrscl court tndiceated tinatem wevoking prebation, the 
sentencing court also Mook other matters into consideration. 
ers Court “saraved: 

“The record e¢learily indicates that the 

deciscHon revoking agepelileée s prebatvion was predicated 
pen waewdopellee's conduer, only a ierunen of Which 
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COnstitumed ThesotPrenise..otT Which he was charged 
and for Which hewias conmvagted, and not solely 
Oy Weaeecn oF his conviction of that orfernse." 
Ridison ¥. Gi. 345 ©.2amae2, 204Se6 (9th Chir. 
MONG ) 

The records in the imewant Case .widience the bases 
for the revocatiom of appeddiant's paimedle on the prior convic= 
tion. Appellant faced two chBraes of Vrokating the conditions 
Gueinime: perole. The Mirst was that he viohated Comdaititon li1 
om His parole by committing rebbery in the Tirst degree as 
evidenced by his conviction on May 9, 1961. The second was 
that appellant violated Condition 8 of his parole by associ- 
apume Wath other ex-felons amd active parolees without the 
Seeeitic approval of his parole agent er the Adult Parole 
Division. S@e BXHIBIT "D." The minutes of the Adult 
Authority proceeding at which appellant's parole was revoked 
mMemlech tit boun chaieses atitorded the bases for Umer rewoca-— 
amen Omnis soaeole by the Adult Authority. See EXHIBIT “h" 
appended hereto. 

CONCLUSION 

Hor tmWe Tomeroine Weasoms,. at ts respectfully 
Suomi tthed twat the District Court correctly determined its 
ie of jM@r2sa@iclion and Uiet the order denying the petition 

y. 
/ 
deat. 


fom Writ of habeas cerpuse showld be aflPirmed. 


DATED: October 2, 1967 


THOMAS C. LYNCH, Ateormey Genenal] 
Ct Woes stave oF California 


DERALD E. GRANBERG 
Deputy Mtttomney General 


CUNEO 
Deputy Attomney, General 


Attorneys for Wpopellee 
JBC :cmw 
CR SF 
67-524 
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL 

ISGemtrity that An commiection Wath the preparation 
of this brief, I have examined Rules 18, 19 and 39 of the 
Vad Staves Court of Appeals Por"the Ninth Circuit and 
mere @ i Wy “Gpiiawen, “Unids brief 16 an full compliamce wath 
Daese rules. 


DATED: Oc¢teber 2, 1967 
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wad Mit PM 2:28 
QC WIM ANCE og 
prvr.No .LPE. case No. 152705. ao. Seo, ; 
AY CIN ee Et 
h ’ q H aa Bes ig yy te 2 z 
In the Superior Court of the State of California 
: IN-AND ‘FOR THE: 0>7.”...2... COUNTY of..,...LOS ANGELES 
ABSTRACT OF JUDGMENT 
(Commitment to Scare Prison as provided by Penal Code Section 1213.5) 
The People of the State of California, Hon... JOSEPH..M..MALTBY. 
Ufedge ef Seperior Court) é 
a ee Lynn C ompton 
ee oe bisa 6 ig Te ast 
JO2 £25 0 (2, | {iI nnn an 2 ee 
(Couns fer Defendant) 
This certifies thac on the <4*H. . day of February | 19.59 judgment of conviction of the above-named defendant 
{ was entered as follows: i 
| = ae ee ee... ae 24e 
a In Case No... 152703. hee: ocaae qi VI &. IK. . he was convicted by..... martin ; on his plea of............ 
I ASE (Conrt of 


i ceceseceee (guilty, not guilty, former conviction or = le? once in jeopardy, 


ROBBERY, first degree cece 


not guilty by reason of insanity); of the crime of......... 


Ceca oa = (designation of ccime and degree if any, includieg fect thet lt constitates «@ seceed or eubsrquent conviction of sme sites 
offence if that elfects the ssetence aed If under Section soy of the Poss! Code whether victim euffered bedily ia 


in violation of. .. Section211, Penal Code oo... ne 

(cefarence to Cade or Siicis. includieg its er eicecting)) 
with prior convictions charged RUNNER oNxeXKke admitted second prior conviction, 
first prior having been found true 


DATE COUNTY AND STATE DISPOSITION 


Los Angeles County 
1/16/46 ........ California... e 

Los Angeles ‘County 
5/24/48 | California ON | oS State.Prison.................... 


_.Mo..disposition.alleged 


THE WITHIN INSTRUM NT IS A 
CORRECT CCPY OF 7H “ORGIMAL 
ON FILE IN THIS OFF! (Sa 
ATTEST: 


CALIFORNIA STATE Prison 


ee. pela. 


RECCRGE OFTICER 


Detenlan 8. S.......--.-- Gaacgee, ac a. ste gh IGKwas found to have been armed with a deadly weapon at the time 
(wes) or (was pot) 

of commission of the offense, RYOICKeer.: §:; Agoda ache xioseek wee: within the meaning of Penal Code Sec- 

tions 969c and 3024. 


’ “> ET EI aA 
hs : be tk 


was not adjudged a babicual criminal withia the meaning of Subdivision of 


(wos) mr (woe mat] 


(s) of (bh) 


Defendant 


Section G14 of che Penal Code; and the defendant a habitual criminal in accordance with Sub-division (c) 


tan) of (oa noe) 


of rhat Section. 


IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED. ADJUDGED AND DECREED chat the said defendant be punished by imprison. 


mene in the Stare Prison of the Stare of California for che term provided by law, and that he be remanded to che Sheriff ; 
of the . Counry of 140 ANGELSS and by him delivered to the Director of Corrections of the/- - 
wv 


Stace of California ac the place hereinafter designated. 


Ie is ordered that sentences shall be served in respece to one another as follows ae. 
(Nave ‘Shaker Coacerrent or consectutive oc ta each cowat)) 


COUNTS 5, 6 amd 9 are ordered to run COMCURRENTLY with each other. | 


and in respect to any prior incompleted sentence (s) as follows: . 


(Nota whether conrarcent of consectuier as to all incoaplera tentences Trea raves On eiedleeiont) 


To the Sheriff of che Lone 2. Counry of... LOS ANGELES . .. and to the Director of Corrections: 
Pursuanc to che aforesaid judgment, this is to command you, the said Sheriff, to deliver the above-named defendant into the 


custody of the Director of Corrections at ino. 


at your earliest convenience. 


Witness my hand and seal of said court 


ths 27th | day of... .. February wo. 
HAROLD J. OSTLY, 


by.. 
SEAL 


State of California, = 
es . County of... .. LOS ANGELES ; 


a Th. rereby certify the foreleg to be a true ead correct abstract of the judgment duly made 
and entered on the minutes of the Superior Court in the above entitled action as provided by Penal 


Code Section 1213. 
Attese my hand and seal of the said Superior Court this 27th day of...February 19.53 


HAROLD) J. OSTLY, 


Semtmneisc «10/0 s+ oe hwl'wi@i¢bvielely/= ines | micUateeees (ale ceieleiaiel*(¢idisicie ia aiotste.< settee a. s10.0 sie \eleletetatele/i 9) 61x10 5 


a x c ounty Clerk and Ex-offieo Clerk of the Supertsr Court of ee of California in and for the 


County nf OS ANGELESBy. 9 Deputy 
J OSEPH M MALI BY 
The Honorable . Sioethsic neluicise GeMeMmeteMyrels S ACSRMM | Tel MMM age wi--c\cisiere a <isia aiatere sa eeeneRetele © 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ja 
was 

JUDGMENT ‘ 

Department No. - 105 , 

« 

June 8 19 4&1 ~~ Present Hon. LEWIS DRUCKER _.... Judge x 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, vs : . 

“ 24.0891 s 
\S WILLIAM ELLNANER ‘ 
NS Deputy District Attorney 8 Mayerson and the Defendant with counsel, : 
u R § Krause, present, Motion for new trial is denied. Defendent was : 
& not personally armed. No findings on criminal habitual statute. 
ING Probation denied. Sentenced as indicated. _ 
4 10! : 
Whereas the said defendant having ....b@@Mn.......... duly... LOTMA eset censtteecteteermnantgnenren : 

guilty in this court of the crime of ROBBERY (See 211 Pc), a felony,. as charged eS 
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- Robbery, a felony; Superior Court of the State of Calffornia, Los ©. &: 
19483 Robbary, a felony, Superior Court of the, ..-: 
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It is Therefore Ordered, Adjudged and Decreed that the said defendant be punished -by on ‘, 
ment in the State Prison for the term prescribed by law, which sentence is-or dar ne z - 
to run CONSECUTIVELY to sentences in Case No. 152703, Counts 2) 6 and 9. | 
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It is further Ordered that the defendant be remanded into the custody of the Sheriff of the County); 

of Los Angeles, to be by him delivered into the custody of the Director of Corrections at the Califor- .-- 
nia State Prison at Chino. e 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Department of Corrections 


CERTIFICATION OF ADULT AUTHORITY ACTION 


TO THE DIRECTOR OF CORRECTIONS: 


The Adult Authority took the following action at S oF ® S ecial Meetin relatin to arolees 


June 30, 1961 


ON 


i 


A-9428A ELHAMER, William (SANTA ANA) Fee a esa ieee a 
which iis ‘a2 ae part. Anae ee 
at moximum In occordonce wit esalution 


odopted 3-6-51.) 


‘his is to certify that the above order ie a true and correct copy of the action of the Adult Authority as shown on 


JOS A. SPANGLER 


ace: 673 volume 30 of the official minutes. = 
Adm tive Se We, La J 


‘ATE July 5, 1961 


By 


W: SUT PON, 
SUPERVISING CLERK f California Adult Authority 
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CORRECT COPY OF THE ORIGINAL 
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State of California 
Youth and Adult Corrections Agency 
ADULT AUTHORITY 


Heeting of 
June 30, 196] 


HELO AT SAN FRANCISCO Se aie Neeti Pe 
EXCERPT FROM MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON THE ABOV DATE FROM 


OFFICIAL RECORDS ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE Chimere 
AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA. 


Memon IT HAY CONCERN: 


hPresent were: QO. Jahnsen, Member; C. Fitzharris, Vice-Chairman 


KK eK KOA OK OK Kk kk kK Rk KK Oe OK KE ek Ok ok kK OUR OU 


| PAROLES CAUCRUDED - RETURN STOSPRISON ORDERED: 


The Chief, Adult Parole Division presented reports in writing 
fin each of the below-listed cases, (these reports are now on 
pfile in the office of the Adult Authority at Sacramento), 
charging that the below-named prisoners had wilfully violated 
the terns and conditions of their paroles. 


1 The action in each of the following listed cases was "Parole 
cancelled, return to prison ordered for the reasons set fortn 
}in the report of which this order is a part." 


1A-9428A ELHANER, William (SANTA ANA) 


i Due cause being shown by the Chief, Adult Parole Division, it i 
Phereby ordered, that the paroles heretofore granted the above- 
named and numbered prisoners be suspended, cancelled, and/or 
hrevoked, upon the grounds that the above-named parolees have 
}violated the terns and conditions of their paroles as more 

f particularly set forth in the Chief's charges which are made a 
jpart of this order of revocation. 


1} It is further ordered, that the Chief, Adult Parole Division 
shall return said prisoners to the custody of the Director of 
Corrections to abide further action of the Adult Authority. 


It is further ordered in accordance with a resolution adopted 
fby the Adult Authority on arch 6, 1951 that the above-listed 
prisoners who have terms fixed at less than the maximun shall 
}be refixed at the maximum until further order of the Authority. 


In the event any of said prisoners shall be found in any State 
other than California an application for a requisition for the 
y return of said prisoners is hereby authorized and the Chief, or 
| Deputy Chief, is hereby autnorized to execute such application 
} for, and on behalf of, the Adult Authority. 


a a a a a ee ee ee 
ADOPTED BY The affirnative votes of: 


0. Jahnsen, Member; 
C. Fitzharris, Vice-Chairman. 


(Signed) Joseph A. Spangler, Administrative 
Officer 


wi Maer. 
i June 30, 1961 : 


Nh \y y —& S ¥ August 22, 1967 


JOSEPH A. SPANGLER .- 
Administrative Officer 
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